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place in the international order. The shame-
ful wall that has blocked Israel’s full inte-
gration into the community of nations must
come down.

In these seven years, Jordan has joined
Egypt as an Arab state which has signed a
peace agreement with Israel. The negotia-
tions between the Palestinians and the
Israelis have reached a point where final sta-
tus talks and a full resolution are still pos-
sible, although the difficult struggle to get
there is clearly growing more intense. As we
have seen again this past week, there are
those who prefer violence to negotiation. I
condemn this violence. Just as I supported
Prime Minister Netanyahu’s efforts, I now
applaud Prime Minister Barak’s resolve, and
his clear message that peace will be achieved
at the bargaining table, not in streets torn
by riots and violence. We should all be proud
of his courage. He has shown as much brav-
ery in negotiations as he has demonstrated
in a lifetime of heroic service on the battle-
field.

The negotiations can not be a one-way
street. The Palestinians, too, must recognize
that they will not get all that they want. It
is the responsibility of Yasir Arafat and the
Palestinian leadership—a responsibility they
acknowledge—to prevent those who would
resort to violence from disrupting the peace
process at this extraordinarily difficult and
delicate time.

It is a particular disappointment that
Syria, at least for now, has turned down of-
fers made in good faith in Geneva. As Israel
proceeds to withdraw from Lebanon in com-
pliance with Resolution 425, President Assad
can decide to let this happen without inci-
dent as a down payment for peace in the fu-
ture. Or, by continuing to allow Hezbollah to
harass Israel as her troops withdraw and
even after they withdraw, he can signal that
he is not interested in progress.

Syria may not choose to pursue peace for
now. But make no mistake: Syria has no
right to pursue a course of conflict that de-
nies peace to others. The people of the Gal-
ilee should be able to live their lives without
the disruption of an air-raid siren. If peace
does not come to this area, President Assad
will bear a heavy responsibility before the
entire world.

It is a sign of how serious matters have be-
come that Prime Minister Barak has decided
to remain at home, canceling his trip to the
United States. Ehud Barak is far away from
here tonight, but the message we all send to
him should be loud and clear: we stand by
you in these critical days. The classic chal-
lenges of war and peace extend beyond
Israel’s immediate neighborhood, to Iraq and
Iran.

In Iran, there is an increasing tension be-
tween the people, who clearly want to lead
normal lives, and the most extreme clerics,
who are bent on preserving their radical re-
gime, by whatever means necessary.

We see this tension playing itself out in
the trial of thirteen Iranian Jews in Shiraz.
Like the closure of newspapers and the as-
sassination of dissident leaders, this trial is
part of the effort to block reform in Iran.
Those conducting the trial claim that due
process is being served, but the proceedings
are closed to international observers and to
the press. They say they have received con-
fessions from some of the accused—but it is
clear that these confessions are meaningless
and that the trials are a mockery of justice.
We utterly and absolutely condemn these
show trials as an immoral and illegal abuse
of basic human rights.

And let me be clear: the United States will
judge Iran by its actions, not by its assur-
ances.

Iran is not only a conventional threat to
our national interests, the security of Israel,

and the stability of the region. It also stands
at the crossroads, where the classic and new
security agendas meet—for it is a major
sponsor of terrorism and seeker of weapons
of mass destruction, a deadly and unaccept-
able combination.

We have been working to cut off all pos-
sible suppliers of missile and nuclear tech-
nology. We have gained full cooperation
from our European allies. But Russia rep-
resents a special concern—because there is a
gap between the stated policy of its govern-
ment to stop proliferation, and what occurs
in practice. We have used our leverage with
Russia.

We have made progress at some points, but
not at others. We now call on President
Putin to show leadership in this area—not
just because it is in our interests, but also
because it is in Russia’s interests.

The challenges of the classic security agen-
da—facilitating peace between Israel and its
neighbors, and containing and transforming
Iran and Iraq—are ones that I believe we can
meet, with unwavering vigilance and com-
mitment. But we also recognize that when
the time comes for that last peace treaty to
be signed—if it comes—there will then be
agreements between govermnents, but not
necessarily peace between peoples. True
peace—if it is to take hold—will come about
only if we apply the same courage and deter-
mination to making the Middle East a more
stable, secure, and prosperous region.

I ask us, for a moment, to lift our eyes and
look beyond the ebb and flow of daily events.
Despite all the grave problems of the mo-
ment, all the real challenges to the prospect
for peace, let us envision the Middle East as
it can be ten or twenty years from now—a
Middle East at peace with itself, taking full
advantage of all its potential and the talents
of all its people. And let us focus on the steps
we can take to make that vision a reality.
. . .’’
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Mr. LAFALCE. Mr. Speaker, the vote this

week on whether to establish Permanent Nor-
mal Trade Relations (PNTR) with China will
undoubtedly be the most important one we will
take in this first year of the new millennium. I
rise today to express my intent to vote ‘‘yes’’
on granting stable trade status to China and to
explain, in some detail, the reasons behind my
decision.

This issue involves the economies of the
United States and China, and indeed the
economies of nations around the world. But
the judgments to be made involve far more
than economic concerns alone. What we do
this week will affect national and international
security. It will set the agenda for how the
U.S. interacts with China on such important
matters as human and worker rights, the envi-
ronment, and religious freedom. And it will
help to determine how both the U.S. and
China address the rest of the world for dec-
ades to come.

EVOLUTION IN CHINA

Over the last two decades, I have been for-
tunate to witness the social and economic

evolution in China ‘‘up close and personal.’’ In
January 1979, I traveled to Beijing as part of
a Congressional delegation representing the
United States as we reestablished diplomatic
relations with China, This past week I remi-
nisced with President Carter about that historic
day, the intervening twenty years, and today’s
historic vote. We share virtually identical
views.

Twenty years ago China was a backward,
drab country just starting to recover from the
disaster that Mao called ‘‘the Cultural Revolu-
tion.’’ The streets were crowded—with pedes-
trians and bicycles. A few newspapers posted
on a few walls were the only visible dem-
onstration of ‘‘openness’’ allowed by the gov-
ernment at that time.

I went back to China a few years ago. The
change and the progress in the human condi-
tion were profound. What had been gray now
had a rainbow of color. Economic develop-
ment—and the entrepreneurial spirit—was evi-
dent around every corner. The streets were
still crowded, but this time jammed with cars.
And the newspapers plastered on walls had
been supplanted by cell phones and laptop
computers with Internet access. There was an
openness that I believed was virtually irrevers-
ible, although much progress still needs to be
made.

Two personal stories: (a) when first in
China, a colleague used a Polaroid camera
and the Chinese people thought a miracle had
been wrought. They had never before seen
themselves in print. Today, Eastman Kodak
sells more film in China than in any other
country in the world outside the United States;
(b) when last in China, a human rights activist
said to me, ‘‘Let’s keep in touch. What’s your
e-mail address?’’ That’s progress.

I have no doubt that commercial relations
between China and the United States—and
the rest of the world—contributed substantially
to these changes in Chinese society. Mao’s
approach was wrong, and the actions, if not
the words, of subsequent leaders in Beijing
have demonstrated that they know he was
wrong. They have opted for a movement to-
ward a market economy, with all that means
for progress and development and, ultimately
and inevitably, various forms of freedom.

This view is also held by both President
Jimmy Carter and President Bill Clinton, by
both Vice President AL GORE and Senator Bill
Bradley, by both Governor George W. Bush
and Sen. JOHN MCCAIN, by both Senators
from New York and by both Senate can-
didates in New York.

I believe that bringing China further into the
international economic system will only accel-
erate these trends. And I am persuaded that
these trends enhance freedoms for the Chi-
nese people which, in turn, should make Asia
and the world more secure.

BILATERAL U.S.-CHINA TRADE

Looking at this purely in commercial terms,
it seems fairly clear that the consequences of
rejection of PNTR on U.S. businesses gen-
erally would be quite severe. There is virtual
unanimity in the business community that wel-
coming China into the WTO—which will hap-
pen regardless of how the upcoming vote in
Congress goes—and stabilizing our trading re-
lations with that massive and growing market
is in our economic interest. And if that were
the only criterion on which to base our vote,
the decision would be easy indeed.
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We should also keep in mind that the vote

is solely on the status of our trading relation-
ship with China. It is not a vote on whether to
permit China to join the WTO. That will hap-
pen regardless of how Congress votes. The
agreement before us contains provisions
which substantially open up China’s market to
U.S. goods and services, but it does not open
our market wider to China’s exports. If we ap-
prove the agreement, our business community
will be able to compete on a level field with
European, Japanese and other exporters
seeking to expand their business in China. But
if we disapprove it, firms from elsewhere in the
world will have a major leg up on American
exporters, threatening our ability to participate
in the growth of the Chinese market and re-
ducing the number of American jobs that
would otherwise be created as our trade with
China builds.

Even if we wanted to, we cannot build an
economic wall around China and one-fifth of
the world’s people. Outsiders will trade with
China; the only question is whether and to
what extent they will be Americans. I fear that
opposing this agreement would be tantamount
to building a wall around ourselves, trying to
deal with the world by ignoring it. Throughout
the 20th Century we have seen all too often
how ineffective such an approach can be.

These points were among those made just
last week by Federal Reserve Board Chair-
man Alan Greenspan when he went to the
White House to endorse approval of normal-
izing trade relations with China.

Looked at from the perspective of New York
State, and from my role as the ranking Demo-
crat on the Banking Committee, the case is
equally strong. New York’s financial services
industry is a key source of economic growth
and job creation—in the state and nationally—
and this agreement will be of enormous eco-
nomic benefit to that industry.

This is not to say that the business commu-
nity has been entirely right in its approach to
this issue. Quite the contrary. American busi-
ness leaders have almost refused to acknowl-
edge that the concerns about workers’ rights,
human rights, religious freedom and the envi-
ronment are legitimate ones. They have re-
sisted calls for even minimal standards in
these areas. What they fail to recognize is that
trade requires both capital and labor, and that
therefore it’s not inappropriate for a trade deal
to address concerns of both capital and labor.
What they ignore in this situation, as they
have so often here at home, is that environ-
mental degradation is a real cost of doing
business, just one that doesn’t happen to
show up on their balance sheet. I wish that
there had been greater recognition of these le-
gitimate concerns by the business community
as this debate progressed.

JOBS AND WORKERS’ RIGHTS

My friends in the labor movement express
concerns that approving the China agreement
might mean loss of jobs in the U.S. And they
also express concerns that a vote for the
agreement might be seen as approval of some
of the very serious ways in which the regime
in China undermines workers’ rights there.

These are real concerns. I do not make light
of them. The labor leaders who express them
are not alarmists; they are in the great tradi-
tion of leaders who have helped make the
United States the most productive economy in
the world; leaders who played such a large
role in bringing down communism in the
former Soviet Union and eastern Europe.

But I also have deep respect for other labor
leaders who take a different view. One is both
the former President of the U.A.W. and the
former Ambassador to China, Leonard
Woodcock. No one would ever describe him
as naive, and he was one of the most forceful
and effective leaders the United Auto Workers
ever had. His view of the proposed trade
agreement is that it is an imperative to ad-
vance our national interests.

HUMAN RIGHTS AND RELIGIOUS FREEDOM

The leadership in Beijing, while improving
the human condition of the Chinese people in
many ways over the past twenty years, still
has demonstrated inadequate concern. I
abhor, for example, population policies which
condone and sometimes even demand forced
abortions. Freedom of speech and associa-
tion, among our most cherished treasures, are
still being developed in China. And too often,
individuals are discriminated against because
of their religious beliefs.

In the 19th Century, our nation was ab-
horred, and rightly so, because of slavery. And
subsequently, well into the 20th Century, our
society condoned or tolerated lynchings, burn-
ings, and massive racial discrimination includ-
ing denial of the most fundamental right, the
right to vote. Those policies are and were
wrong, our nation was wrong. We were equal-
ly wrong in denying women the vote for so
long. But, fortunately, we were not ostracized
from the world community. Rather, other coun-
tries dealt with us, despite our shortcomings,
and we with them, despite their failures. Our
nation evolved and improved, without others
seeking to impose their approaches on us.
They engaged us, and we learned.

I believe that influencing human rights in an-
other country can be done far more effectively
through engagement than through isolation. I
believe that if we immerse China with Amer-
ican people and products, it will generate
broader freedoms in that nation. I believe that
if the Chinese see and interact with Ameri-
cans, tourists and business men and women,
they will see what freedom brings and will de-
mand, and get, more freedoms for them-
selves.

We should not ignore the situation in Tibet
or the recent efforts to suppress the Falun
Gong, And some human and religious rights
advocates, from China and elsewhere, think
that disapproval of PNTR will enhance the
cause of freedom inside China. But there are
many other human and religious rights advo-
cates who disagree strongly. For example, the
views of Martin Lee and other human rights
advocates in Hong Kong are particularly strik-
ing, to say nothing of the new democratic
leaders in Taiwan, and the Dalai Lama. They
believe that engagement with China and ap-
proval of PNTR will advance the cause of
human rights in mainland China.

Moreover, individuals in the United States
who have dedicated their lives to advancing
human rights and religious freedom for the
people of China support granting PNTR with
China. President Jimmy Carter argues persua-
sively that a negative vote would deal a seri-
ous setback to further democratization, free-
dom and human rights in China. Prominent
Catholics, among them former-Member of
Congress, Father Robert F. Drinan; University
of Notre Dame President-Emeritus Father
Theodore Hesburgh; and Father Peter
Ruggere with the Maryknoll Fathers all support
PNTR for China and believe it is how the U.S.

can best advance human rights and religious
freedom for the people of China. And the
Quakers have expressed their belief that nor-
malization of trade with China will advance all
of the basic human security concerns—human
rights, labor rights, arms control, and environ-
mental protection—to which they are dedi-
cated.

As we rightly criticize China for policies that
we abhor, let us also remember that she has
done some things that are very praiseworthy
as well. China is a poor nation, relatively
speaking, but, if nothing else, they have found
ways to ensure that their vast population has
enough to eat. The poverty level in China is
only nine percent, versus a poverty level of
over 40% in India. Further, during the recent
economic crisis in Asia, China stood the
course, resisting the lure of steps which might
have helped their economy in the short term
(such as devaluation of their currency) but
which would have meant much more serious
problems for the entire region in the longer
term. Finally, China has allowed and is sup-
porting the spread of phones—from virtually
none to about 130 million in a generation—
and access to the Internet for millions—the
greatest democratizing tool the world has ever
known, for it brings ideas from every corner of
the world. Clearly, the ability to communicate
is a fundamental right that has grown dramati-
cally because of our twenty years of engage-
ment.

INTERNATIONAL SECURITY AND GEOPOLITICS

China is arguably the second strongest con-
ventional military power in the world, and of
course it is also a member of the nuclear club,
with a small but growing capability to deliver
nuclear arms. China’s relations with her neigh-
bors—Russia and India in particular—become
difficult at times. And the situation concerning
Taiwan is potentially the hottest ‘‘hot spot’’ in
Asia if not the world.

We should not approve PNTR simply be-
cause it might help ease tensions in Asia. But
it is most appropriate to include this consider-
ation in assessing PNTR. And in that light, it
is illuminating to look within China and see
how various segments of their society view the
move toward broader trade relations with the
U.S. and others.

The fact is that the hard-liners in the Chi-
nese government and military oppose or are
lukewarm, at best, about China joining the
WTO and entering into the proposed agree-
ment with the United States. They believe that
taking these steps will enhance freedom inside
China, and in so doing dilute their power and
influence. I think they are right, and that this
is one more reason to engage, rather than iso-
late. After all, the best way to defeat an
enemy is not to best him on the field of battle,
but to make him your friend. Disapproving
PNTR will result in the hard-liners saying,
‘‘See, we told you so, America is hostile to us
so we must guard against her.’’ We should do
what we can to bolster those in China who
want to establish friendly relations with the
rest of the world, rather than those who be-
lieve that might is the only thing that matters.

The Taiwan situation warrants our most
careful attention. The war of words between
Beijing and Taipei would lead one to think that
there was little if any meaningful contact be-
tween Taiwan and the mainland. But that is
not the case. Already the amount of trade be-
tween the robust economy on Taiwan and the
mainland is huge, it is growing, and the eco-
nomic links grow tighter and tighter. Taiwan’s
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new leaders, proponents of freedom and cap-
italism, realize that their relations with the
leaders in Beijing can enhance or threaten
these economic ties. And they favor PNTR.

AVOIDING PAST MISTAKES

As I have studied the situation with China,
I have found myself reflecting more and more
about mistakes made by the U.S. this century.
Almost a century ago, we made a gigantic
mistake in not joining the League of Nations,
and it helped lead to war with Germany.

A half century ago, we made a gigantic mis-
take with regard to Cuba. I have concluded
that our policies in that situation were seri-
ously mistaken. I believe that if we had re-
sisted imposing the embargo on Cuba, Castro
would be history and democracy would be
flourishing there as it is in almost every other
nation of the western hemisphere. Our effort
to isolate Cuba has contributed mightily to
keeping its economy from growing. But obvi-
ously they did not succeed in bringing about
political change. Quite the contrary.

By letting a tiny but vocal minority dictate
our Cuba policy, we missed an opportunity to
send our message of freedom to the op-
pressed people there. We have strengthened
Castro, unwittingly, and put ourselves in a sit-
uation where we have very little real influence
on a nation only 90 miles from our shores.

We must not make the same mistakes with
a country of 1.3 billion people that we made
with a country of 10 million people. China has
over 20 percent of the world’s population; she
is important, even vital, to world peace and
prosperity in the decades ahead.

CONCLUSION

This agreement includes the strongest anti-
surge controls ever legislated. We created the
Congressional-Executive Commission on
China to oversee every aspect of human
rights, including worker rights. We negotiated
a provision blocking imports from slave or pris-
on labor. We fought for the creation of a spe-
cific inventory of the rights Congress will ex-
amine annually on behalf of the Chinese peo-
ple. This new way of keeping the spotlight on
Beijing is crucial, in my view, as we seek to
build on the progress of the past.

China must become part of the world com-
munity, one way or another, or we will live in
a more dangerous world for decades or
longer. I think everyone involved in this debate
agrees on that central point. The real question
is how we can best influence continued
change in China. Whatever choice this Con-
gress makes, China will become a member of
the WTO and an ever more important player
in the global economy. That will inevitably im-
pact on U.S. labor and U.S. business in ways
we cannot avoid—only try to shape.

Labels help to shape the debate, of course.
We talk about this being a vote on Permanent
Normal Trade Relations with China. But is
‘‘permanent’’ the right word in a world where
little is permanent, where laws can change
from year to year? I don’t think so. To my
mind, the better words to use as a label for
this issue would be Continuance of the Normal
Trade Relations that have existed for 20
years. After all, this year’s vote would simply
end what has before been an annual auto-
matic sunset on normal trade relations. But it
would hardly prohibit Congress from re-visiting
the matter next year or at any time in the fu-
ture and sunsetting it with an affirmative vote,
rather than by automatic operation of law. So
those who say this is fraught with danger be-

cause of its ‘‘permanency’’ are, in my judg-
ment, incorrect.

As I have reviewed this situation, I have fre-
quently thought about the young people of
China. A generation ago, Chinese students
traveled to Moscow and learned the Russian
language and Marxist-Leninist doctrine. Now,
the children of these students attend univer-
sities in New York City, Chicago, Los Angeles
and Buffalo and Rochester.

The collaboration between the school of
business at the University of Buffalo and its
counterparts in two Chinese universities is a
dramatic example. Graduates of those pro-
grams are now a successful and influential
group of alumni inside China. I have no doubt
that China benefits from this educational part-
nership. But I am also convinced that the
United States benefits, too. American faculty
and students learn about China while they
learn about us. And the messages of cap-
italism and freedom are spread.

This is but a microcosm of what engage-
ment can mean. Look at what happened in
Poland. Americans found ways to interact with
people in Poland. Our labor unions supplied
Solidarity with computers and vast amounts of
assistance and encouragement. No one can
know exactly how significant these contacts
were in bringing the communist regime down
and setting the stage for dismemberment of
the old Soviet empire. But what we do know
is that they did play a part, and the world is
a better place for it.

My vote, Mr. Speaker, is for engagement
and against isolation. Our leadership in the
world requires it.
f
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OF TEXAS
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Thursday, May 25, 2000

Mr. FROST. Mr. Speaker, I rise today to
honor Jake Schrum, a tremendous educator
who will soon be leaving his position as presi-
dent of Texas Wesleyan University after a dis-
tinguished tenure.

Under Jake’s stewardship, Texas Wesleyan
has become a truly first-class university—en-
rollment has doubled, the Annual Fund and
operating budget have doubled, and the Uni-
versity has acquired a law school that is ac-
credited by the American Bar Association.

Jake has preformed important work in defin-
ing the role of the university in America’s
urban, multi-cultural settings. His Democracy’s
last Stand: The Role of the New Urban Uni-
versity, focuses on the mission of Texas Wes-
leyan and similar schools in maintaining an in-
clusive learning environment and serving the
needs of a student body representing a broad
cross section of America’s college students.

In addition to his service at Texas Wes-
leyan, Jake has served on numerous business
and community boards and educational orga-
nizations in our Fort Worth community and
around the world—working on educational
issues in Europe, Mexico, and Canada. Jake
has said that his primary interest in higher
education is fostering the moral development
of students.

Jake will become president of Southwest
University in Georgetown, Texas. Our loss will
certainly be Southwest University and the

Georgetown Community’s gain. Thank you,
Jake, for all you have done for Texas Wes-
leyan and our Fort Worth community.
f

COMMEMORATING ASIAN PACIFIC
AMERICAN HERITAGE MONTH

HON. XAVIER BECERRA
OF CALIFORNIA

IN THE HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES

Thursday, May 25, 2000
Mr. BECERRA. Mr. Speaker, it is an honor

to join my colleagues in the Congressional
Asian Pacific Caucus to commemorate May as
Asian Pacific American Heritage Month.

The Asian Pacific American experience dis-
plays a journey characterized by triumphs and
struggles. Like many groups of people who
came to America from other shores, Asian Pa-
cific Americans embraced the values of this
nation and worked to build a better life in this
country while contributing to a stronger Amer-
ica. Indeed, these citizens have enriched our
society in virtually every field and facet.

Today, I am pleased to recognize such no-
table Asian Pacific Americans as nuclear
physicist Samuel Chao Chung Ting whose
work earned him the Nobel Prize. Architects
like I.M. Pei and Minoru Yamasaki have made
enormous contributions to their profession. I
extend my appreciation to athletes like Sammy
Lee, Kristi Yamaguchi, Michelle Kwan, and Mi-
chael Chang who have represented the United
States with inspiration and excellence. Our na-
tion has been enriched by Asian Pacific Amer-
icans like these who have done so much to
earn the applause of their fellow Americans.

As we celebrate the achievements of Asian
Pacific Americans, we must also remember
the obstacles they endured. Asian immigration
into the United States began in the mid
1800’s. These immigrants came to work in
hopes of a better life. Unfortunately, America
did not always extend the torch of liberty to
these immigrants. In 1882, Congress passed
the Chinese Exclusion Act prohibiting immigra-
tion from China. Further, in 1917, Congress
acted to prohibit immigrants from an area
called the Asiatic Barred Zone which included
most of Asia and a majority of the islands in
the Pacific Ocean. These actions displayed
the resistance that America showed towards
Asian Americans at that time.

One of the most staggering reminders of the
discrimination that these Americans faced is
the unconscionable internment of more than
100,000 Japanese Americans during World
War 11. Branded as disloyal to the very flag
they saluted, these Americans of Japanese
descent endured tremendous hardship during
one of our nation’s most trying times. History
would eventually vindicate these loyal Ameri-
cans as not even a single documented case of
sabotage or espionage was committed by an
American of Japanese ancestry during that
time. Indeed, the Japanese American soldiers
of the 44nd combat regiment, the most deco-
rated group of soldiers in American history,
proved their devotion for this country as they
fought for our nation even as their own family
members stood locked behind barbed wires.

Truly, Asian Pacific Americans of every
stripe have proven their love for their country.
I am privileged to represent Los Angeles,
home to the largest Asian Pacific American
population in the United States. This is a thriv-
ing community of people who exemplify Amer-
ican values and a love for our nation. That is
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